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As food consumers, we need to know how our produce, meat, poultry and
other products are being produced so that we can make educated decisions.
But the tools for informing the public (safety standards and labeling) are being
denied with regard to the following trends:

1. Hormones and antibiotics in our food supply,

2. Genetically engineered food.

3. Irradiated meat and poultry.

Scientists and large corporate food manufacturers argue over the
consequences of these activities, but the public is growing increasingly wary of
the long-term health ramifications to our ecosystem and our personal health.

Consider how recent attempts to lower standards for organic food caused
huge public outcry (including 200,000 letters) in protest against the lowering
of the organic standards. A 20% increase in organic food purchases every year
shows a community interest in preserving and identifying these standards.

Corporations are making changes to our most basic food supply that will
disrupt what we eat, animals, and our vegetation for decades to come (and
maybe permanently). Any assurance to pass these alterations off as fine is
simply egotistical and untrue.

Most appalling is that these changes are being done without our knowledge.
We have the right to have the food we consume to be SAFE AND LABELED
regards its contents and alterations. A democracy thrives on an educated
public, but bowing to corporate interest by not requiring food labels is keeping
the public uneducated. Corporations do not want this type of labeling but we
do.

We elect those who support the wishes of the people and hope you will do
this regarding food safety and information. Our choices to buy food that we
know is healthy and organic should not be taken away from us.
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We never miss
can offer some
neighbors, and

Sincerely,

a vote and will be watching this matter closely. We hope
written response to our comments. Our friends, our
members o] our family are also interested in your stance.

M!ry Ai&en and Bob Aitken

cc FDA
Department of Agriculture

The White House

you



y lmpenl
rchers Say

A5wciatedPress

YOON

en effects on the environ-

nsgenic crops have proved
ndously popular with
ican farmers in recent

This season the new pest-
ant corn, introduced by seed
anies three years ago, is be-
kmted on an estimated 10
n to 20 million acres out of
-million-acre com crop na-
ide. Known as Bt corn, it
;s a gene derived from a
rium, Bacillus thuringien-
~at produces the Bt toxin,
; com borer pesta that try to
,e plant.
! researchers fed monarch
pillars leaves of milkweed,
only food, which had been
d with Bt com pollen, regu-
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Altered Corn May Imperil Butterfly
Continued From Page Al

lar corn pollen or no pollen. Half of
those fed Bt com pollen died within
four days, while all those fed regular
com pollen or no pollen survived.
The study, published today in the
journal Nature, was written by Dr.
John E. Losey, an entomologist, Dr.
Linda S. Rayor, a behavioral ecolo-
gist, and Maureen E. Carter, a biolo-
gist.

The Bt toxin itself is already
I&own to be lethaf to many butter-
flies and moths. Researchers said
this suggests that butterfly or moth
species other than the monarch
could be affected by the transgenic
plant, particularly those that live on
plants fike milkweeds that are often
found in ~d around com fields and
could be dusted by Bt com pollen.
But researchers note that the effect
of Bt com pollen on populations of
wild insects is unknown.

Academic researchers praised the
study as a first step in understanding
a previously unsuspected risk.

“Nobody had considered this be-
fore,” said Dr. Fred Could, insect
ecologist at North Carolina State
University. “Should we be con-
cerned? Yes.”

Dr. John Obrycki, an ~tomologist
at Iowa State Uti.versity, called the
new study “solid” and safd: “You
now have a novel means of distribut-’
ing Bt toxins,” h,,the environment.
This is a tdhnology that’s being pro-
moted and we haven’t really consid-
ered alf the consequences.”

Representatives from Novartis
Agribusiness Biotechnology, Mon-
santo and Pioneer Hi-Bred Intern-
ational Inc., the top sellers of Bt corn,
challenged the significance of the
findings for monarch caterpillars, or
larvae, outside the laboratory. Re-
searchers estimate that Bt com is
worth hundreds of millions of dollars
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Taking issue with the methods and
conclusions of the study, Rich Lot-
stein, vice president of public affairs
for Novartis, said, “Even if Dr. Lo-
sey’s results are real, which they
could be, the exposure is still mini-
mal, and the impact is extremely
small, if any.”

Dr. Lotstein said that as part of the
Environmental Protection Agency
approval process, predatory insects
and honeybees were found not to be
harmed by Bt corn.

Researchers, including the au-
thors, say it is still unknown how
much of an impact Bt com pollen is
having on wild monarch populations.

“I would be very surprised if there
are no monarch larvae being killed,”
Dr. Losey said. But he added, how
many are being killed, “that’s the big
question.”

Researchers say they do know
from a study published last year that
it is the com belt, such states as
IOWZ Illinois, Indiana and Ohio, that
produces about half of the monarchs
that migrate each year to Mexico.

And across that geographic ex-
panse, said Dr. Karen Oberhauser,
an ecologist at the University of Min-
nesota, there was certainly potentiaf
for com pollen and monarch cater-
pillars to cross paths.

How much milkweed is close
enough to com fields to risk receiv-
ing a dusting of poUen is unknown.
But as Dr. Marlin Rice, an entomolo-
gist at Iowa State University, put it,
in many farm states, “if you’re a
monarch, odds are you’re going to be
close to a cornfield.”

Monarchs are not considered en-
dangered, but Dr. Lincoln Brower,
monarch biologist at Sweet Briar
College in Sweet Briar, Vs., said the
butterfly faced a growing number of
pressures. The No. 1 threat, he said,
is still logging in the butterfly’s win-
ter resting grounds in Mexico. Other
threats include roadside mowing and
the use of herbicides on mill$weeds.
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Whatever level of threat Bt corn
pollen turns out to pose, it is almost
certainly less damaging to monarc@
and insect diversity in generaf than
the spraying of insecticides. But Dr.
Obrycki said that in m~y areas of
the country, farmers do not typicafly
spray for com borer.

Still others viewed the new study
as a broader sign of”the danger :

[

transgenic crops and the need r
tighter regulation.

Dr. Margaret Mellon, director f
the agriculture and biotechnol~~
program at the Union of Conce+d
Scientists, said: “Why is it that *S
study was not done before the ap
proval of Bt corn? ‘1’Msis 20 million
acres of Bt com too Iate. TM sh~d
serve as a warning that there ~we
more unpleasant surprises ahead,?

Dr. Phillip O. HuttoL chief of the
microbial pesticides branch of the
Environmental Protection Agehcy,
which regulates the c6mmer@al
availability of Bt corn, declined to
comment on the new study, saying it
had not yet gone through the ~en-
cy’s scientific review. In additip. to

%Bt corn, the agency has approved t
potatoes and Bt cotton.
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Despite the potential threa ~io

monarch butterflies, which ne “er
help or hurt crops, farmers tnaj! ffid
it difficult to lay aside Et’ corn.
Previously, farmers had to scout
their crops diligently l.o~’ sifgnw%f
corn borers aiil’ spra~’tlt jusO@ie
rtght time in an infek~ation to’ ~
them. Now they can plant Bt ~

,!and let the internally produced ‘t@-
ins do all the work.

W% an amazing technology,’’:~d
David Lim, a corn and SOYbean
farmer in Correctionville, Iowa, who
plants Bt and regular corn. “Does it
kill more monarchs or not? That’S w
far down on the list of things we have
to decide about.” !* .-.. ,.W
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AH around the country, farm-
ers are about to finish sowing
millions of acres of a genetically
altered form of corn thatprotects
itself from pests by producing a
toxin in its tissues. But fWearch-
ers report today that this increas-
$gly popular transgenlc plant,
thought to be harmless to qonpest
insects, produces a wind-borne
pollen that can kill mon@h but-
terflies — a species tha~;cl*ms
the Corn Belt as the he@ of its
breeding range. ~,

Researchers said the laborato-
ry study, conducted by a team
from Cornell University, provides
the first evidencethat pollen from
a tramsgenic plant ,$an harm non-
pest species. So the study is likely
to become part of the growing
debate about whether genetically
engineered crops may have un-
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